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Applicants are requested to provide the US patent application numbers and to 
update the status of the applications on page 1 of the specification. 

Applicants are requested to identify each of the steps of independent claims 1 , 
24, 26, 27, 31 , 38, 39, 49, the target URL and the source URL of claim 38 in the 
drawings in accordance with Rule 1.83a and 1.75d1. 

Claims 1-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In the last paragraph of claim 1 , it is not clear what " — modifying the request 
based on the replacement hostname portion — " means. It appears that the replacement 
hostname portion does not provide any basis for modifying the request. 

Scope of claim 1 is not clear. No improvement is seen in claim 1. There is no 
functional relationship between the steps. It is not clear what claim 1 try to accomplish. 

Scope of claims 4 and 5 is not clear. There is no apparent reason for forwarding 
the information to the second server. 

Claims 24 and 26 have similar defects as claim 1 . It is not seen how the 
modifying of the at least one link of the markup language document to link to the 
intermediary server would facilitate access to other resources residing on remote 
servers. Claim 46 has similar defect. 

Scope of claims 27, 31 , 38, 39 and 41 is not clear. No usefulness or 
improvement is seen from the claim. 
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Claim 39 is vague and indefinite in that it is not clear what fist manner and 
second manner are. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Graber (USP 5,812,769). 

With respect to claims 1, 10, 11 , 12, 15-18, Graber teaches a method for 
processing a request (see 

"a signal" in lines 4-6 of the abstract, the signal is the request of the user to move from 
the first location on the WWW to the second location of the WWW) at a first server (the 
server at the first location of the WWW) to form a modified request (destination URL 
formed by the redirecting means, see the last line of the abstract) that is directed to a 
second server (the server in the second location of the WWW), the first and second 
servers being coupled to a network (the Internet), said method comprising the acts of: 
identifying an initial hostname (see the first portion of the URL in line 10 of the 
abstract) portion of the request, the hostname portion initially resolves to a network 
address associated with the first server (see "a current URL representing an address of 
the first location on the WWW" in lines 7-8 of the abstract); 



Application/Control Number: 09/706,182 



Page 4 



Art Unit: 2155 

determining a replacement hostname (see "a destination URL portion 
representative of an address of the second location" in lines 8-10 of the abstract) portion 
for the request, the replacement hostname portion resolves to a network address 
associated with the second server; and 

forming the modified request (the redirected URL) by modifying (see 
"substituting" in lines 12-13 of the abstract) the request based on the replacement 
hostname portion. 

The only difference is that Graber did not explicitly state that there are servers at 
the fist and the second locations. One of ordinary skill in the art should readily recognize 
that there are servers at the locations such that URLs are able to be resolved. 

With respect to claim 2, the user in Graber is being able to use the modified URL 
to access the server at the second location on the WWW. 

With respect to claim 3, see "substituting" in lines 12-13 of the abstract in Graber. 

With respect to claims 4-5, 7-8, 13-14, 19-21 Graber also attaches navigational 
history information (cookies) to a user and passing it to the second server (see the 
description of Figure 6 in column 4, the history is passed to the destination URL). 

With respect to claims 6 and 9, see "substituting" in the abstract and in line 28 of 
column 3. 

With respect to claims 22 and 23, see lines 15-36 of column 2 in Graber. 
Claims 24-46 do not define above the invention claimed in claims 1-23 and are 
therefore rejected under Graber for the same reasons set-forth above. 




DAVID Y. ENG 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



